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Application/Control Number: 09/397,578 
Art Unit: 2642 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 
1. Claims 1-5, 10, 18 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by La Porta et al (US Pat No. 6,041,103). 

Regarding claim 1, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al teach the invention 
as claimed, a method for implementing a call in a telecommunications network 
comprising the steps of: 

a call from caller 100 terminates at special server 120 (first destination) where 
the caller 100 can make a request for reaching called party 200 (second destination) by 
giving a message to special server 120 (first destination) (Figs 3-4 and col 5, In 1-21); 
and 

special server 120 (first destination) contact with called party 200 (second 
destination) to obtain an approval for fonA/arding calls to called party 200 (the second 
destination) (Figs 3-4 and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 2, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al further teach the step 
of denying the request to forward calls when the approval is not obtained (Figs 3-4 and 
col 5, In 1-21). 
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Regarding claim 3, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al further teach the 
step of granting the request to forward calls when the approval is obtained (Figs 3-4 
and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 4, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al teach the invention 
as claimed, wherein the step of contacting connprises placing a call to the second 
destination and requesting the approval (Figs 3-4 and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 5, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et a! teach the invention 
as claimed, wherein the telecommunications system includes an interactive voice 
response (IVR) unit that generates a voice message for requesting the approval (Figs 
3-4 and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 10, La Porta et al further teach the second destination is a 
telephone set (Fig 1, element 200). 

As to claims 18 and 21, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claim 1 above, since claims 18 and 21 are merely a system for implementing 
the method defined in the method claim 1 . 

As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth to rejecting claim 5 
above, since claim 20 is merely a system for implementing the method defined in the 
method claim 5. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
2. Claims 1-6, 10 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lung et a! (US Pat No. 6,292,549) in view of La Porta et al. 

Regarding claim 1, with respect to Figs 1-3B, Lung et al teach the invention 
substantially as claimed, a method for implementing a call in a telecommunications 
network comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request to forward calls directly to a first destination such as one of 
telephone sets 140 to a second destination such as another telephone set of the 
telephone sets 140 (Abstract; Figs 1 and 3B; col 8, In 4-14). 

Lung et al do not explicitly teach the method of contacting the second destination 
to obtain an approval for forwarding calls to the second destination. However it is 
obvious that Lung et al suggest the method of sending the caller ID information from the 
first destination to the second destination when requesting for forwarding the call which 
enable a user associated with the second destination to decide whether or not to accept 
the call. La Porta et al explicitly teach the method of contacting the second destination 
to obtain an approval for fonA/arding calls to the second destination (Figs 3-4 and col 5, 
In 1-21). Having the cited art at the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the method of contacting the second 
destination to obtain an approval for fonA/arding calls to the second destination as 
taught by LaPorta et al to provide the called party more control in handling the calls. 



Application/Control Number: 09/397,578 
Art Unit: 2642 



Page 5 



Regarding claims 2-3, the steps of denying the request to forward calls when 
the approval is not obtained and granting the request to fonA/ard calls when the approval 
is obtained are found in both Lung et al (col 9, In 1-15) and La Porta et al (Figs 3-4 and 
col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 4, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al teach the invention 
as claimed, wherein the step of contacting comprises placing a call to the second 
destination and requesting the approval (Figs 3-4 and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claim 5, with respect to Figs 3-4, La Porta et al teach the invention 
as claimed, wherein the telecommunications system includes an interactive voice 
response (IVR) unit that generates a voice message for requesting the approval (Figs 
3-4 and col 5, In 1-21). 

Regarding claims 6 and 10, Lung et al teach the first and second destination 
are telephone sets (Abstract and Fig 1, elements 140). 

As to claims 18 and 21 , they are rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claim 1 above, since claims 18 and 21 are merely a system for implementing 
the method defined in the method claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 19, Lung et al teach a call fonwarding, wherein the switch is a 
private branch exchange (PBX) (col 2, In 4548). 
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As to claim 20, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth to rejecting claim 5 
above, since claim 20 is merely a system for implementing the method defined in the 
method claim 5. 

3. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lung 
et al in view of La Porta et al, and further in view of Yamadera et al (US Pat No. 
5,444,477). 

Regarding claims 7-9, the combination of Lung et al and La Porta et al teaches 
the invention substantially as claimed with the exception of providing first destination 
and second destination are computer systems which have capabilities of placing and 
receiving a call, respectively. 

However, Yamadera et al teach the first destination and second destination are 
computer systems which have capabilities of placing and receiving a call, respectively 
(Abstract; Fig 1, elements 101-105 and col 2, In 34-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to integrate computer systems which have capabilities of 
placing and receiving a call as taught by Yamadera et al into the combined system of 
Lung et al and La Porta et al for providing more flexibility in communication 
implementation. 
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Art Unit: 2642 

4. Claims 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamadera et al. 

Regarding claim 11, with respect to Figure 1, Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, a method for implementing a call in a 
telecommunications network having a first computer system and a second computer 
system comprising the steps of: 

providing a configuration wherein a video communication session is initially 
directed to the first computer system (Abstract; Fig 1 and col 4, In 66-col 5, In 61); 

receiving a request to direct the video communication session to the second 
computer system (Abstract; Fig 1 and col 5, In 36-61); 

redirecting the video communication session to the second computer system 
(Abstract; Fig 1 and col 5, In 56-col 6, In 2). 

Yamadera et al do not explicitly teach the method of sending a communication to 
the second computer system to obtain approval of the request. However it is obvious 
that Lung et al suggest the method of sending a communication to the second 
computer system to inform the second computer system user that he or she is being 
called from a calling party over the video telephone line (col 5, In 36-61). Having the 
cited suggestion at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the method of informing as taught by Yamadera et al 
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to include the content of asking for approval before redirecting the call to provide the 
called party more control in handling the calls. 

Regarding claim 12, with respect to Figure 1 , Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, wherein the video communication session Is a video 
conferencing session (col 5, In 36-col 6, In 2). 

Regarding claim 13, with respect to Figure 1 , Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, wherein the step of sending the communication 
comprises simultaneously sending speech, dynamic images, general data, etc. 
(electronic mall message) (col 2, In 42-48 and col 5, In 24-29). 

Regarding claim 14, with respect to Figure 1 , Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, wherein the step of sending the communication 
comprises sending a video mail message (col 2, In 42-48 and col 5, In 24-29). 

Regarding claim 15, with respect to Figure 1 , Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, wherein the step of sending the communication 
comprises sending a facsimile (col 7, In 52-59). 

Regarding claim 16, with respect to Figure 1 , Yamadera et al teach the 
invention substantially as claimed, wherein the step of sending the communication 
comprises placing a phone call (col 2, In 42-48 and col 5, In 24-29). 
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Regarding claim 17, Yamadera et al do not teach the invention as claimed. 
However, without accepting for receiving a call by a specific destination user, the call 
requested for forwarding to such destination user is inherent denied. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bing Bui whose telephone number is (703) 308-5858. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 7:30 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (703) 305-4731. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9314 
and for formal communications intended for entry (please label the response 
"EXPEDITED PROCEDURE") or for informal or draft communications not intended for 
entry (please label the response "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4700. 
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